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REMARKS 

AppUcam respectfully requests witlujrawal of claims 11-13. In the Office action 
mailed 3/29/04, Examiner rejects Claims 5-10 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Takayama, U.S. Patent 5.99 1,842. 

Applicant rcspectftillv traverses this refection and asserts that Examiner*s 
charaf;teKzation of Tanakavama lacks sufRcient association between cited portions 
Xn ponsti^nte the invgntion ^ claimed in the present application. 

Directing Examiner's aitemion to MPEP 2131, the threshold issue under Section 
102 is whether the Bxaminer has established a prima facie case for anticipation. "A 
claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is found, 
either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior an reference. Verdegaal Bros. 
V. Union Oil Co, of California, 814 F.2d 628, 631, 2 USPQ 2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 
1987)". *The identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in 
the ...claim." Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co.. 868 F.2d 1226, 1236, 9 USPQ2d 1566 
(Fed. Cir. 1989). The elements must be arranged as required bv the claim but this is 
not an ipsissimis yerbis test, i.e., identity of terminology is not required. In re Bond. 910 
F.2d 831, 15 USPQ2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 

Applicant respecttkiUv asserts that the elements cited in Tanakavama are not 
arr^^g^ flfi require^ by claim 5 of the present application. 

Claim 5 in the present application reads: 

5 . (Original) A method for establishing transport routing informaiion in an A V/C 
transaction data delivery system, comprising in combination: 
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detecting a traospon; 

creating a transport ID associated with said transport; 
notifying a transport layer of said transport ID; 
indexing said transpon ID; 
associating said indexed transpon ID with a device. 

Bxanuner has cited col. 4, lines 26-29 and col. 8, lines 50-54 as implicitly teaching 
the claim 5 limitation of creating a transport ID associated with the detected transpon. 
Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. Col. 4, lines 26-29 reads: 

Nexh wiTh reference w FIG. 3, addressing of The 1394 serial bus will be described. As 
shown, an address space having a 64-bit width in conformity with IEEE 1212 
regulations is defined for the 1394 serial bus. 

However, addressing of the 1394 bus is not the same as creating a transport 
identifier associated with the detected transport ID; for Examiner's argument to be valid, 
there would have to be some association with what the Examiner claims to be the 
detection of a transpon as cited by the Examiner col. 10. Unes 9-13 & 57-59. However, 
there is no hnjc between these cited portions of Tanakayama. At Col. 4. lines 26-29, all 
that is being discussed is bus addressing; namely addressing of the 1394 bus, not a 
transport detected on the bus. 

Tanakayama at Col. 8, lines 50-54 reads; 
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Each packet is aticled with a packet header corresponding to the fundamental 
communication protocol of a JB94 serial bus, and data corresponding to each 
subsidiary communication protocol is added to a payload area. 

Examiner is reminded of Uie namre of the transport ID as defined in the presem 
application and fimher limited in claim 5; namely the transport ID created in the presem 
invention is indexed. For Examiner's argwnem to be valid, there must be some showing 
that the transport ID Examiner claims is present in Tanakayama must be indexed. 
However, there is no such disclosure, teaching, or suggestion that Tanakayama's packet 
header corresponding to the communication protocol of a 1394 serial bus is indexed. 

Examiner cites Tanakayama at Col. 4. lines 51-57 and Col. 8 lines 31-34 as describing 
the claim 5 limitation of indexing the created nranspori ID. Tanakayama at Col. 4, lines 
51-57 reads: 

A bus information block (indicated in FIG. 4 by Busjrtfbjblock) stores data such as 
an JD of equipment supply company. A root directory (indicated in FIG. 4 by 
Rootjdirectory) stores ir^formation specific to each node and a storage location of 
the next unii directory (indicated in FIG. 4 by Unit Directory), 

This above-cited portion of Tanakayama does not pertain to a transpon ID and is not 
associated with the text at Col. 4, lines 26-29 nor the text at Col. 8. lines 50-54. Col. 4. 
lines 26-29 reference FIG. 4 , which is a diagram showing contents of a configi^ation 
ROM, addresses being allocated in the manner illustrated in FIG. 3, nanaely address space 
allocation of a serial bos compliant with IEEE 1394. As described in the present 
application, serial buses compliant with IEEE 1394 do not have the functionality as 
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describea and claimed in claim 5 of ibe presem application. Fimhermore, ihere is no 
conneciion between a bus ID or equipment ID and a packet header corresponding to 
the fundamental communication protocol of a 1394 serial bus. as cited by the Examiner 
as being indicative of creating a transpon ID at col. 8, lines 50-54. 

Tanakayama at Col. 8, lines 31-34 reads: 

FIG. 8 is a diagram showing node information of CAM as viewed from 2394 bus 13, 
the node information being mapped in the configuration ROM and the unit 
controlling command/ sTatus register. 

Again, there is no association of this above-cited portion of Tanakayama and 
either the text at Col. 4, lines 26-29 nor col. 8, lines 50-54. "Mapping of node information 
to a configuration ROM" alone cannot be construed to mean indexing a nransport ID, 
absent sufficient detail as required by MPEP 2131 and Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Takayama does not anticipate the limitations of claim 
5 of the present invention, and thus the requirements of a 102(e) rejection are not met for 
claim 5 and its dependent claims 6-8. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e), also citing Takayanta as anticipating the 
limitations of claim 9, Claim 9 of the present application reads: 
9. A method for sending AV/C transaction data in an AV/C transaction data delivery 
system, comprising in combination: 
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receiving aV/C transaction data for transport; 
assQCiaiitJg said aV/C traasaction data with a iranspon ID; 
providing said AV/C transaction data and transpon ID to a transport layer; 
associating said transport ID with a transport controller bus ID; and 
providing said AV/C transaction data to a transport controller data record 
associated with said bus ID. 

Similar portions of Takayanaa were cited as anticipating the Uiniiaiions of claim 9 as 
were claim 5; likewise, the argument above applies equally to the limitations of claim 9. 
To summarize, there is no leaching, suggestion, or disclosure in Takayama lo utilize a 
transport ID in the transmission of AV/C data. Applicant respectfully submits that 
Takayama does not anticipate the limitations of claim 9 of the present invention, and 
thus the requirements of a 102(e) rejection are not met for claim 9 and its dependent 
claim 10. 
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Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatemable over 
Takayaina in view of Boucher. However, as demonstrated above. There is no teaching 
suggesUon or other disclosure in Takayama of using a transport IP, but rather node IDs 
and bus IDs, each for demonstrably different purposes than the present invention uses 
transport IDs. Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider his 35 USC 103(a) 
rejection in view of Applicant' arguments made above. 

Furthermore. Applicant respectfully asserts that Boucher does not teach an aV/C 
protocol layer having a separate implementation fifom an aV/C transport layer. Examiner 
has cited Boucher at Col. 2, lines 35-54. Boucher, at Col. 2, lines 35-54 reaOs: 

Jn preparing dam for transmission from a first to a second host, f^me cgntrat data U 
flf^ff^ ^ ni Pnrh hivPf nf tht^ first re^ardino the vrotocoljif that layer, the COmQl 
^pt q p^inf ^ indistinm ^'^'^ P^*' original (navload) data for aU low<fr iffyers of 

that host. Thus an application layer attaches an application header to the payload 
fir^jn ny,f f .^r,^^ the mmhin^d data to the presentation layer of the sending host, which 
receives the combined data, operates on it and adds a presentation header to the 
data, resulting in another combined data packet. The data resulting from 
combination of payload data, application header and presentation header is then 
passed to the session layer, which performs required operations including attaching a 
session header to the data and presenting the resulting combination of data to the 
transport layer. T/» f c pmress continues as the infnrmatinn moyea to lower layers , with 
a transport header, network header and data link header and frailer attached To the 
data at each of those layers, with each step typically including data moving and 
copying, before sending the data as bit packets over the network to the second host. 
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Nowhere in iWs ciied portion of Boucher is there any discussion of an AV/C 
protocol layer having a separate tmplemenianon from an AA^ transport layer. This 
portion of Boucher merely describes adding control data to each layer of a first host 
regarding the protocol of that layer and that added control data is indistinguishable from 
the payload data for all lower layers on that host. TlT^ added data is passed down to 
«Ttfrif«>qi^t. ny layers w itft gach layef addiny to the data that is passed dOWB - 

This is significantly different from ^arainer's characterization that this porUon of 
Boucher discloses an AV/C protocol layer having a separate implementation from an A/V 
iranspon layer. 

On the basis of the above remarks, early consideration of ihis application and 
early allowance are respectfully requested. .^^ 

INVITATION TO TELEPHONE CONFERENCE 

If the Examinor feels there are any remaining issues that may be resolved over the 
lelephone, the Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned anomey at the telephone 
number listed below. 

Respectfully submitted. 
Sierra Patent Group. Ltd. 



Dated: May 3 1, 2004 




Reg. No: 49.058 

Sierra Patent Group, Ltd. 
POBox6l49 
SiateUne, NV 89449 
(775)586-9500 
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